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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 3-7, 9, 10, 12-16 and 18-24 remain pending in the 

application. 

No new issues are raised, nor is further search required, as a result 
of this Amendment. It is therefore respectfully requested that the Amendment be 
entered. 

Claims 1, 3-5, 7, 9, 10, 12-14, 16-18 and 20-23 over Ketcham 

In the Office Action, claims 1, 3-5, 7, 9, 10, 12-14, 16-18 and 20-23 
were rejected under 35 USC 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by U.S. Pat. 
No. 6,721,334 to Ketcham ("Ketcham"); and claims 6, 15 and 24 were rejected 
under 35 USC 103(a) as allegedly being obvious over Ketcham in view of U.S. 
Pat. No. 6,094,423 to Alfano et al. ("Alfano"). The Applicants respectfully 
traverse the rejection. 

Claims 1, 3-7, 9, 10, 12-16 and 18 recite a method for optimizing a 
data transmission comprising, if a first payload record is smaller than a maximum 
transfer unit, determining a partial portion only of a next payload record needed 
to fill the data pavload portion of the transmission packet : and formatting the 
partial portion only of the next payload record into the data payload portion of the 
transmission packet together with the first payload record. Claims 20-24 recite 
an apparatus having optimized data transmissions, comprising a second 
determiner to determine, if a first payload record is smaller than a maximum 
transfer unit, a partial portion only of a next payload record needed to fill the 
data pavload portion of the transmission packet : and a formatter to format the 
partial portion only of the next payload record into the data payload portion of the 
transmission packet together with the first payload record. 

Ketcham relates to the simple aggregation of complete packet 
payloads. According to Ketcham, if the payload portion of a packet has room for 
another complete packet payload, then the two packets may be aggregated. 
While this is clear throughout Ketcham, this becomes particularly clear from a 
reading of the teaching at col. 7, lines 53-61 , reproduced below for convenience: 
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If the packet 122 contained a particularly large 
payload such that it could not be aggregated with the 
packets 118-120, the packet 122 could be sent by 
itself and the aggregation process continued until the 
timer for the packet 118 expired. Alternatively, an 
aggregate packet comprising the packets 118-120 
could be sent while a new timer was started for the 
packet 120. Alternatively, an aggregate packet 
comprising the packets 118-120 could be sent and 
then in the next transmission slot, the packet 122 
could be sent. 

This disclosure CLEARLY evidences the fact that only COMPLETE 
packet records are transmitted by Ketcham. 

Claims 1, 3-7, 9, 10, 12-16, 18 and 20-24 are amended herein to 
make more clear the requirement that a partial portion only of a next payload 
record needed to fill a data payload portion of a transmission packet is formatted 
into the data payload portion of the transmission packet together with a first 
payload record. Ketcham fails to disclose, teach or suggest ANY manipulation of 
a partial portion only of a payload record, together with a first payload record, into 
the data payload portion of a transmission packet, as claimed by all pending 
claims 1 , 3-7, 9,10,1 2-1 6, 1 8 and 20-24. 

Claims 6, 15 and 24 claim that transmission of the transmission 
packet is executed from one of a mobile client and an application sen/er. 

With respect to dependent claims 6, 15, and 24, these claims are 
dependent on claims 1,10 and 20 respectively, and are patentable for at least all 
the reasons that claims 1,10 and 20 are patentable. Nevertheless, the Examiner 
cites Alfano for allegedly teaching a method of mobile wireless communication 
using a hybrid of a transaction protocol and a connection oriented protocol 
depending on if the size of the response from the server is less then or greater 
than a maximum transfer unit. (Office Action at 5, citing Alfano, col. 3, line 63- 
col. 4, line 4) 

Whether or not Alfano teaches mobile wireless communication, 
Alfano nevertheless fails to disclose, teach or suggest ANY manipulation of a 
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partial portion only of a payload record, together with a first payload record, into 
the data payload portion of a transmission packet, as claimed by all pending 
claims 1, 3-7, 9, 10, 12-16, 18 and 20-24. Thus, even a theoretical combination 
of Ketcham in view of Alfano, even if properly combinable, nevertheless STILL 
fails to teach manipulation of a partial portion only of a payload record, together 
with a first payload record, into the data payload portion of a transmission packet, 
as claimed by all pending claims 1, 3-7, 9, 10, 12-16, 18 and 20-24. 

Accordingly, for at least these reasons, claims 1, 3-7, 9, 10, 12-16, 
18 and 20-24 are patentable over the prior art of record. It Is therefore 
respectfully requested that the rejection be withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

All objections and rejections having been addressed, it is 
respectfully submitted that the subject application is in condition for allowance 
and a Notice to that effect is earnestly solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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